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The video system of claim 1 stands rejected over the Real Player 8 User Manual 
(Gross) in view of U.S. Patent 6,175,871 (Schuster). In claim 1, a video system receives 
video from a communication network, stores the video in a memory, and transfers the 
video from the memory to a display. The video system initiates the transfer of the video 
from the memory to the display based on two time periods. The first time period is based 
on the amount of video in memory times the video display rate. The second time period 
is based on the network transfer rate times the amount of video to be received. 

Neither Gross nor Schuster determine the amount of video to be received. The 
Examiner's Answer states that Gross determines the amount of video to be received. 
(See Examiner's Answer page 4, lines 16-17; See Gross page 51, lines 7-10; and page 15, 
figure 3.11). The cited portion of Gross on page 5 1 does not mention the amount of 
video to be received. On page 15 of Gross, the status bar indicates the amount of video to 
be displayed relative to the total length of the video. This feature works after the entire 
video has already been received - the default setting for Real Player. Note that this 
feature is disabled for live feeds. Also note that Gross discloses a position slider that 
allows the user to jump forward in the video which indicates that the entire video has 
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been downloaded. (See Gross, page 19). Gross determines the amount of video to be 
displayed, but does not determine amount of video to be received. 

The system of Schuster is designed to handle telephone calls. (See Schuster, 
column 5, lines 5-6). On telephone calls, the amount of media to be received is 
dynamically controlled by the caller who may hang up at any time. Thus, the receiving 
system of Schuster could not determine the amount of media to be received. Although 
Schuster mentions video transfer, Schuster does not disclose that the amount of video to 
be received is determined. 

Neither Gross nor Schuster initiate video display based on the network transfer 
rate times the amount of video to be received. The Examiner's Answer states that Gross 
does not determine the network transfer rate times the amount of video to be received. 
(See Examiner's Answer, page 3, line 21 to page 4, line 3). The Examiner's Answer 
asserts that Schuster determines the network transfer rate times the amount of video to be 
received. (See Examiner's Answer, page 4, lines 4-7; and see Schuster, column 3, lines 
11-15). The cited section of Schuster does not refer to the amount of video to be 
received. The other sections of Schuster do not disclose that the parameters and variables 
in the cited section include the amount of video to be received. Rather, Schuster changes 
buffer length based on communication network performance which does not include the 
amount of video to be received. (See Schuster, column 7, lines 33-35; column 9 lines 1- 
8; column 10, lines 31-44; column 11, lines 28-64; column 12, lines 14-51; column 13, 
lines 34-39; and column 16, lines 14-19). Schuster never determines the network transfer 
rate times the amount of video to be received. 

Neither Gross nor Schuster determine the amount of video to be received. 
Neither Gross nor Schuster initiate video display based on the network transfer rate 
times the amount of video to be received. Thus, the combination of Gross and Schuster 
does not initiate video display based on the network transfer rate times the amount of 
video to be received as claimed. 

The Examiner's Answer uses improper hindsight reasoning to modify the 
combination of Gross and Schuster. One skilled in the art would not modify the 
combination of Gross and Schuster to arrive at the invention. The cited art controls small 
memories that hold seconds of video. (See Gross, page 65; and see Schuster, column 13, 
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lines 34-39). In the art, these small memories smooth out small variances (measured in 
seconds) between the network transfer rate and the video display rate. Without hindsight 
reasoning, one skilled in the art would not implement the claimed technique to initiate 
video display from such a small memory. 

The above comments apply to all claims on appeal. 

Claims 3-4, 18-19, and 33-34 recite that the video display is initiated when the 
first time period (the video display rate times the video stored in memory) is equal to or 
greater than the second time period (the network transfer rate times the video to be 
received). The Examiner's Answer cites Schuster as disclosing these claim limitations. 
(See the Examiner's Answer page 5, line 18 to page 4, line 4; and see Schuster column 2, 
lines 57-59). The cited section of Schuster does not refer to the equal to or greater than 
limitations in claims 3-4, 18-19, and 33-34. 

Claims 8, 23, and 38 recite the use of an intermission. The Examiner's Answer 
cites Gross as disclosing this claim limitation. (See the Examiner's Answer page 6, lines 
13-16; and see Gross page 65, lines 11-13). The cited section of Gross allows the user to 
set the seconds of video to buffer, but does not mention an intermission. 

Claims 9, 24, and 39 recite a user-selected portion of a video. The Examiner's 
Answer cites Gross as disclosing this claim limitation. (See the Examiner's Answer page 
6, lines 17-20; and see Gross page 65, lines 11-13). The cited section of Gross allows the 
user to set the seconds of video to buffer, but does not mention any user selection of a 
portion of the video. 

Claims 13, 28, and 43 recites an indication of the time remaining before video 
display initiates. The Examiner's Answer cites Gross as disclosing this claim limitation. 
(See the Examiner's Answer page 7, lines 7-9; and see Gross page 9, figure 3-1). The 
cited section of Gross discloses a time feature that indicates how much of the video has 
been displayed, but the time feature does not indicate the time before the video display 
will initiate. 
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Thus, the Examiner's Answer incorrectly interprets the cited art to maintain the 
rejection of the appealed claims. Appellants respectfully request allowance of the 
appealed claims. 

Appellants believe no fees are due with respect to this filing. However, should 
the Office determine fees are necessary, the Office is hereby authorized to charge Deposit 
Account No. 210765. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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